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could be referred to it and only such, difierences as were Chapter
justiciable, thus excluding the possibility of India    	1
raising the immigration issue. Suits by individuals or
companies against Governments were thus excluded,
unless the matter came to a point in which, a difference
arose between Governments. The tribunal was to be
selected for each dispute, and to consist of five mem-
bers, none of whom might be selected from outside the
Commonwealth. One member of the tribunal was to be
selected by each party to the dispute from some part
of the Commonwealth not involved in the dispute, the
choice being limited to persons who had held high
judicial office or were distinguished jurists; one mem-
ber was to be selected by each party with freedom of
choice; and the four were to select at will their chair-
man. The tribunal, at the will of the parties, might be
assisted by assessors. Nothing was agreed upon as to
the principles to be applied by the tribunal, not even
the vital issue whether it was to be guided in the main
by international law doctrines or whether it was to seek
to arrange a settlement ex bono et aequo or as a mere
compromise.
The unsatisfactory character of the agreement of
1930 was revealed at once when the question was raised
in 1932 of the right of the Irish Free State without the
assent of the British Government to eliminate from
the Constitution the oath imposed under the .treaty of
,l§21, on members of the legislature, and to withhold
payments of certain land annuities, pensions to mem-
bers of the Eoyal Irish Constabulary, former civil
servants, etc. When the British Government finally
made it clear thatlt was prepared to arbitrate on the
lines of 1930, it was met by the absolute refusal of

